.) . Further, $A/B$ was called an $\mathfrak{H}$ -Kummer extension if $\mathfrak{H}$ is a commutative DF.group whose exponent is $m_{0}$ and $B\cap C$ contains a primitive $m_{0^{-}}th$ root of 1, and [3, Theorem 3] enabled us the notion of an $\mathfrak{H}$ -Kummer extension to be naturally regarded as a generalization of the classical one for (commutative) fields. On the other hand, in his paper [1] Proof. Let $\mathfrak{H}=\mathfrak{H}1\times\cdots\times \mathfrak{H}_{e}$ with cyclic $\mathfrak{H}_{i}=[\sigma_{i}]$ of order $m_{i}$ . Then, the exponent $m_{0}$ of $\mathfrak{H}$ coincides with the least common multiple $\{m_{1}, m_{e}\}$ . Now, let $\zeta$ be a primitive $m_{0^{-}}th$ root of 1 contained in $B\cap C$ , and let $\zeta_{i}=$ $\zeta^{m_{0}/m_{i}}$ , that is evidently a primitive $m_{i^{-}}th$ root of 1. Then, $\eta=\Pi_{j=1}^{e}\sigma_{J^{j}}^{t}\rightarrow\zeta_{i}^{t_{i}}$ defines a homomorphism of $\mathfrak{H}$ into $(B\cap C)(i=1, \cdots, e)$ . Thus, by 3', there exists an element $x_{i}\in A$ such that $x_{i}\sigma_{i}=x_{i}\zeta_{i}$ and $x_{i}\sigma_{j}=x_{i}$ for all $j\neq i$ . Noting that $J(\mathfrak{H}2\times\cdots\times \mathfrak{H}_{e}, A)$ contains $x_{1}$ and is strictly Galois with respect to $\mathfrak{H}_{1}$ by 1', $4^{o}$ yields at once $J(\mathfrak{H}_{2}\times\cdots\times \mathfrak{H}_{e}, A)=\oplus_{t=0}^{m_{1}-1}x_{1}^{t}B$ . Repeating similar arguments, we obtain $J(\mathfrak{H}_{j+1}\times\cdots\times \mathfrak{H}_{e}, A)=\oplus_{t=0}^{m_{f-1}}x_{j}^{t}J(\mathfrak{H}_{J}\times\cdots\times \mathfrak{H}_{e}, A)=\oplus_{0<t_{i}<m_{i}}x_{J^{j}}^{t}$ $x_{1}^{t_{1}}B$ , in particular, $A=\oplus_{0\leq t_{i}<m_{i}}x_{e^{e}}^{t}\cdots x_{1}^{t}B$ . If $\eta=\Pi_{i=1}^{e}\sigma_{i}^{s_{i}}(0\leq s_{i}<m_{i})$ is an arbitrary element of $\mathfrak{H}$ and $a=x_{e}^{t_{e}}\cdots x_{1}^{t_{1}}$ then it is easy to see $a\eta=a\zeta_{e^{e^{S}e}}^{t}\cdots\zeta_{1}^{t_{1}s_{1}}$ , so that $a^{-1}\cdot a\eta=\zeta_{e^{e^{S}e}}^{t}\cdots\zeta_{1}^{t_{1}s_{1}}$ is contained in $B\cap C$ , as desired. Conversely, assume that $A=\oplus_{i=1}^{m}a_{i}B(a_{i}\in A)$ and every $\zeta_{ij}=a_{i}^{-1}\cdot a_{i}\eta_{j}$ is contained in $B\cap C$ .
As $\zeta_{ij}$ is contained in $B$ , it will be easy to see that $\zeta_{ij}^{k}=a_{i}^{-1}\cdot a_{i}r_{jj}^{k}$ for $k=0,1,$ $\cdots$ .
We see therefore that if $\eta_{j}$ is of order . of $A/B_{0}$ . In [1] 
